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The Prosecution of Jesus, Its Date, History, and Legality. By 
Richard Wellington Husband, of Dartmouth College. Pub- 
lished by Princeton University Press, Princeton, 1916. pp. v, 
302. 

About eighty-five years after the crucifixion of Jesus Christ 
the famous Roman historian Tacitus, an aristocratic pagan, wrote 
in his Annals, chapter xv, section 44: "Nero falsely accused as 
guilty and punished most cruelly those persons hated for their 
infamous acts, who were commonly called Christians (christi- 
ans) . Christ (Christus) , the founder of this name, during the 
reign of Tiberius was put to death by the procurator Pontius 
Pilate. The pernicious superstition, momentarily repressed, broke 
out again not only in Judaea, the original country of this evil, 
but also in Rome." Concerning the trial of Jesus Professor 
Husband says: "The fundamental doctrine here advocated is 
that the whole case was one of Roman law, enforced in a Roman 
province, and that the Jewish law played but a most insignificant 
part." 

Professor Husband's efforts to support these contentions are 
successful. His authorities are principally the recent papyri dis- 
coveries concerning Roman provincial administration and also 
procedure in Roman provincial courts, which discoveries of mod- 
ern scholars have been available to the world only since the year 
1912. Professor Husband cites also from Cicero, from certain 
Early Imperial Roman jurists in the Digest of Justinian, and 
from source books of Roman inscriptions such as the Corpus 
Inscriptionum Latinarum. Professor Husband's books is very 
interestingly and lucidly written. 

Professor Husband rejects as erroneous the opinions that 
either the Romans alone or both the Romans and the Jews were 
concerned in Christ's arrest, and he holds that only the local Jew- 
ish officials participated in Jesus' arrest ; namely local Jewish offi- 
cers "who constituted the regular police force under direction of 
the Sanhedrin" reinforced by "some members of the temple guard 
(i. e., the chief captain and band of the Gospel narrative) to assist 
the officers in case resistance should be offered." Professor 
Husband believes that the most probable explanation of the word 
multitude in the Gospel narrative is that "in the darkness of mid- 
night the disciples fancied the (arresting) party much larger." 

Professor Husband holds that the Jewish Sanhedrin, anciently 
the supreme tribunal of the Jews, was, in Christ's time, sheared 
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of the power of capital punishment and of all important criminal 
jurisdiction (except local police and infractions of the peculiar 
Jewish ecclesiastical law, to enforce which limited jurisdiction 
the Sanhedrn had the power to make arrests) ; that the Sanhedrin 
was also as to serious offenses a sort of "binding-over court" for 
the Roman governor, preparing the documents and investigating 
the evidence (i. e., an "indicting-body") so that such cases 
"might be handled more expeditiously when the Roman governor 
appeared in Jerusalem." Professor Husband calls attention to 
the fact that newly discovered Egyptian papyri reveal in Egypt 
the existence of similar native police tribunals and indicting 
bodies, and point to the conclusion that such was the Roman 
policy of administration throughout the provinces. 

Professor Husband's opinion is that Jesus, having been indicted 
by the Sanhedrin for treason against the Roman Empire (it being 
alleged that he was trying to establish himself as a King), was 
prosecuted by the Sanhedrin or their representatives in the Roman 
court of Pilate, the provincial governor. Certainly the then 
Roman criminal procedure permitted a private person or persons 
to institute a criminal action, for in the Early Imperial Roman 
law the State very rarely undertook a prosecution on its own 
motion. Professor Husband holds that the proceedings before 
Pilate, including the sentence of crucifixion, were in accordance 
with the then Roman provincial criminal law and procedure 
applicable to Roman subjects (peregrmi), who were not really 
citizens and to which class Jesus belonged. 

The Gospel narrative of Pilate's sending Jesus to Herod for 
examination, because Jesus resided in Galilee, has been disputed 
as genuine ; at any rate, if genuine, Herod, the tetrarch or gov- 
ernor of Galilee, was without jurisdiction at Jerusalem, which 
city was situated in Judaea, Pilate's province. 

Charles P. Sherman. 
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Ophthalmic Jurisprudence. By Thomas Hall Shastid. Pub- 
lished by Cleveland Press, Chicago. 1916. pp. 147. 
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